Abstract: Two ligands, 2,4-di-2-pyridyl-2,4-pentanediol (rD and mD), were employed to synthesize two Mn 2 complexes, [Mn 2 (rD) 2 Br 2 ] (1) and [Mn 2 (mD) 2 (H 2 O) 2 ]Br 2 (2). Compound 1 crystallized in a tetragonal space group, P4 1 2 1 2, with a novel hamburger shaped structure. A detailed study indicated that compound 1 did not contain a metal-metal bond, but antiferromagnetic coupling was observed between the Mn(III) ions. Compound 2 crystallized in a monoclinic space group, C2/c, with one Mn(II) and the other with Mn(IV). The two manganese ions were bridged by two alkoxide ligands, resulting in ferromagnetic coupling. Magnetic property studies confirm the above assignments.
Introduction
Manganese containing coordination complexes are of great interest due to their unique magnetic properties [1] [2] [3] as well as their variety of functions in chemistry [4] [5] [6] . A very large number of oxygen bridging compounds have been synthesized [7] [8] [9] [10] [11] [12] [13] [14] [15] [16] [17] [18] [19] [20] [21] [22] [23] [24] . However, in a survey of the literature, all of the manganese ions in these complexes are connected with neighboring manganese ions through bridging atoms. The only example of a complex where manganese atoms are in direct contact is the well known (OC) 5 Mn-Mn(CO) 5 complex, which contains a single metal-metal bond between the two Mn units [25] . Because the unpaired electrons on the metal centers are paired, this moiety is therefore diamagnetic. Except for this example, there are no reports in the literature of a capped form of a structure with a direct Mn-Mn bond. Nevertheless, in our attempts to use the 2-(2-pyridyl)-isopropanol (dmhmp-H) ligand to synthesize a manganese cluster, we accidently but repeatedly isolated a small amount of a capped form of an Mn 2 complex. Although only small amounts of a dark-green complex were isolated, elemental analysis as well as an XRD powder pattern indicated that it was a highly pure compound. Due to its special structure, we attempted to develop a method to systematically prepare this compound. Based on the X-ray structure, we concluded that the ligand was a racemate of 2,4-di-2-pyridyl-2,4-pentanediol (rD). Numerous efforts were made to optimize the yield, but they were not successful [26] . In a search of the literature, we found that Shopov and co-workers [27] encountered a situation that was very similar to ours, i.e., the most efficient route for preparing such complexes is to start by preparing dmhmp-H from a Grignard reagent [27, 28] . We then used MeMgI as the starting material and purified the product by distillation followed by flash column chromatography. Approximately 1% of the racemate and the meso 2,4-di-2-pyridyl-2,4-pentanediol (rD and mD) were obtained, respectively. Armed with the pure ligands, we were then able to generate isolable amounts of the capped form of the [Mn 2 (rD) 2 Br 2 ] (1) complex. For a comparison in magnetic property studies, we also used the same procedure for preparing compound 1 to synthesize [Mn 2 (mD) 2 (2) . The magnetic properties of compound 2 remained unreported, although a similar compound with different counter ions, [Mn 2 (mD) 2 (H 2 O) 2 ](NO 3 ) 2, was reported by Shopov and co-workers [27] . In this report, we describe the novel structure of compound 1 and the magnetic properties of both compounds 1 and 2.
Results and Discussion

Description of Structures
The 2,4-di-2-pyridyl-2,4-pentanediol (rD and mD) ligands (see Scheme 1) were crucial for preparing these complexes. With the same synthetic approach, different ligands (rD and mD) led to different structures. Numerous efforts were made to synthesize these ligands, but none were successful. Finally, we realized that the best strategy for producing the products was the original reaction condition used for the synthesis of dmhmpH. The Grignard reagent automatically led to minor but promising amounts of rD and mD. After careful work on distillation and chromatography, a reasonable amount of rD and mD ligands could be obtained. [27] . In this report, we describe the novel structure of compound 1 and the magnetic properties of both compounds 1 and 2. Scheme 1. Structural representations of the ligands rD and mD.
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Description of Structures
The 2,4-di-2-pyridyl-2,4-pentanediol (rD and mD) ligands (see Sccheme 1) were crucial for preparing these complexes. With the same synthetic approach, different ligands (rD and mD) led to different structures. Numerous efforts were made to synthesize these ligands, but none were successful. Finally, we realized that the best strategy for producing the products was the original reaction condition used for the synthesis of dmhmpH. The Grignard reagent automatically led to minor but promising amounts of rD and mD. After careful work on distillation and chromatography, a reasonable amount of rD and mD ligands could be obtained.
Compound 1 crystallized in a tetragonal space group, P41212. X-ray refinement data for the complex are listed in Table 1 . The structural plot of complex 1 is presented in Figure 1 . The structure clearly shows that two manganese ions were penta-coordinated and approached each other through the flat vacancy site of the square-pyramidal structure. Two rD ligands held these two ions in a hamburger form through the nitrogen atoms of the pyridine and the oxygen atom from the alkoxide arm. Two bromide ions functioned as caps from both the top and the bottom of the complex. The metal-ligand bond lengths are shown in Table 2 , which shows that the equatorial metal-ligand bond lengths were from 1.846 to 2.003 Å, while the axial Mn-Br bond was 2.5853(7) Å [29, 30] . This character clearly indicated a z-out form of the Jahn-Teller distortion of Mn(III) ion. Both the bond valence sum (BVS) calculation (see supporting information) and the charge balance supported our charge assignments. We know that the Mn(III) ions have the same electron configuration as Cr(II), in which the Cr-Cr quadrupole bonds are seen in face-to-face forms of many chromium dimers [31, 32] . Nevertheless, the metal-metal distances were maintained at a distance of 3.69 Å from each other, Compound 1 crystallized in a tetragonal space group, P4 1 2 1 2. X-ray refinement data for the complex are listed in Table 1 . The structural plot of complex 1 is presented in Figure 1 . The structure clearly shows that two manganese ions were penta-coordinated and approached each other through the flat vacancy site of the square-pyramidal structure. Two rD ligands held these two ions in a hamburger form through the nitrogen atoms of the pyridine and the oxygen atom from the alkoxide arm. Two bromide ions functioned as caps from both the top and the bottom of the complex. The metal-ligand bond lengths are shown in Table 2 , which shows that the equatorial metal-ligand bond lengths were from 1.846 to 2.003 Å, while the axial Mn-Br bond was 2.5853(7) Å [29, 30] . This character clearly indicated a z-out form of the Jahn-Teller distortion of Mn(III) ion. Both the bond valence sum (BVS) calculation (see supporting information) and the charge balance supported our charge assignments. We know that the Mn(III) ions have the same electron configuration as Cr(II), in which the Cr-Cr quadrupole bonds are seen in face-to-face forms of many chromium dimers [31, 32] . Nevertheless, the metal-metal distances were maintained at a distance of 3.69 Å from each other, which prevented significant metal-metal bond formation. We therefore became curious about the metal-metal interactions at such a distance. In the discussion below, we conclude that, instead of metal-metal bonds, there was strong antiferromagnetic coupling between these two Mn(III) ions. Table 2 . Selected bond distances (Å) and angles (deg) of compound 1. Compound 2 crystallized in a monoclinic C2/c space group. X-ray refinement data for the complex are also listed in Table 1 . The structural plot of complex 2 is displayed in Figure 2 . Two manganese ions were held by two double deprotonated ligands with one bound by four alkoxy-groups and two pyridines, the other bound by two bridging alkoxides, two pyridines, and coordinates to two water molecules. Both of the manganese ions were six coordinated, but their charges were quite different. The Mn(1) ion had two metal-ligand bonds with distances of 1.85 Å, two with distances of 1.91 Å, and bound with pyridine at a distance of 1.99 Å. Since all six metal-ligand bonds were short, we assigned this atom as an Mn(IV) ion. In contrast, Mn(2) bound with a bridging alkoxide at a distance of 2.13 Å, with two water molecules with a distance of 2.18 Å and two pyridines at 2.31 Å. These metal-ligand bonds were obviously long and were therefore assigned as an Mn(II) ion. (See Table 3 ) This assignment was also supported by bond-valence-sum (BVS) calculations. As described below, we concluded that, as the half filled d orbital in the Mn(II) ion overlapped the empty e g orbital of the neighbor Mn(IV) ion, this actually triggered the ferromagnetic coupling of compound 2. Table 2 . Selected bond distances (Å) and angles (deg) of compound 1. (1) 99.92(6) N(2)#1-Mn(2)-Br(2) 98.33 (8) Compound 2 crystallized in a monoclinic C2/c space group. X-ray refinement data for the complex are also listed in Table 1 . The structural plot of complex 2 is displayed in Figure 2 . Two manganese ions were held by two double deprotonated ligands with one bound by four alkoxygroups and two pyridines, the other bound by two bridging alkoxides, two pyridines, and coordinates to two water molecules. Both of the manganese ions were six coordinated, but their charges were quite different. The Mn(1) ion had two metal-ligand bonds with distances of 1.85 Å, two with distances of 1.91 Å, and bound with pyridine at a distance of 1.99 Å. Since all six metalligand bonds were short, we assigned this atom as an Mn(IV) ion. In contrast, Mn(2) bound with a bridging alkoxide at a distance of 2.13 Å, with two water molecules with a distance of 2.18 Å and two pyridines at 2.31 Å. These metal-ligand bonds were obviously long and were therefore assigned as an Mn(II) ion. (See Table 3 ) This assignment was also supported by bond-valence-sum (BVS) calculations. As described below, we concluded that, as the half filled d orbital in the Mn(II) ion overlapped the empty eg orbital of the neighbor Mn(IV) ion, this actually triggered the ferromagnetic coupling of compound 2. To further confirm the assignments of the charges for the metal ions, BVS [33] approximations were carried on both compounds 1 and 2. The calculations were based on Equation (1), where the parameter B was an experience constant with the value 0.37 and the r0 values were obtained from literature reports and are listed in Table 4 . The metal-ligand bond lengths listed in Tables 2 and 3 were then substituted into Equation (1), which indicated that both manganese ions in compound 1 were Mn(III) ions, whereas the metal centers in compound 2 were Mn(II) and Mn(IV) ions [34] [35] [36] [37] . Table 3 . Selected bond distances (Å) and angles (deg) of compound 2. To further confirm the assignments of the charges for the metal ions, BVS [33] approximations were carried on both compounds 1 and 2. The calculations were based on Equation (1), where the parameter B was an experience constant with the value 0.37 and the r 0 values were obtained from literature reports and are listed in Table 4 . The metal-ligand bond lengths listed in Tables 2 and 3 were then substituted into Equation (1), which indicated that both manganese ions in compound 1 were Mn(III) ions, whereas the metal centers in compound 2 were Mn(II) and Mn(IV) ions [34] [35] [36] [37] . (11) Mn ( Powder X-ray Diffraction Patterns: To demonstrate the integrity of the bulk samples of compounds 1 and 2, series powder X-ray diffraction experiments were performed. Powder X-ray diffraction patterns were collected at the Taiwan Photon Source (TPS) of the National Synchrotron Radiation Research Center (NSRRC). The powder X-ray diffraction pattern of compounds 1 and 2 are shown in Figure 3 . The simulated powder patterns of the single crystal data were also plotted together for comparison. The experimental synchrotron radiation X-ray powder diffraction patterns of both compounds 1 and 2 were very close to the single crystal simulation results. This result clearly showed that the bulk samples had good integrity. 
Magnetic Properties
The magnetic properties of both compounds 1 and 2 could be described as follows: magnetic susceptibility measurements were carried on both compound 1 and compound 2. Polycrystalline samples restrained in eicosane were measured under a magnetic field of 1000 G in the temperature range 2-300 K. Figure 4 illustrates the χMT vs. T plot of compound 1. The χMT value was 5.69 cm 3 K mol −1 , which was somewhat smaller than the spin only value of 6.0 cm 3 K mol −1 for two uncoupled Mn(III) ions. This could be attributed to antiferromagnetic coupling, even at room temperature. The χMT value slowly decreased to 3.76 cm 3 K mol −1 at 50 K and then decreased very rapidly to 0.17 cm 3 K mol −1 upon further cooling to 2 K. The magnetic behaviors were then interpreted by the Kambe model [38] with:
where β is Bohr magneton, B is the magnetic field, and both S1 and S2 have the values of 2. The best fitting is presented by the solid red line in Figure 4 . The parameters obtained by the fitting gave g = 2.0 and J = −5.0 K, which were in good agreement with the properties of the two Mn(III) ions. Interestingly, the electron configuration of Mn(III) was high spin d 4 , which is isoelectronic to Cr(II). By experience, two Cr(II)s in a capped form tend to build up a metal-metal quadrupole bond [39] . However, in our case, it was much more difficult for the Mn(III) to form a metal-metal bond than Cr(II) due to Mn(III) being a harder Lewis acid, whereas the Cr(II) is relatively soft. In addition, in compound 1, the two Mn(III) ions were separated by a large distance (3.69 Å) by the binding site of ligands. All of these factors reduced the chance to form an actual metal-metal bond, but strong antiferromagnetic couplings were clearly observed. 
The magnetic properties of both compounds 1 and 2 could be described as follows: magnetic susceptibility measurements were carried on both compound 1 and compound 2. Polycrystalline samples restrained in eicosane were measured under a magnetic field of 1000 G in the temperature range 2-300 K. Figure 4 illustrates the χ M T vs. T plot of compound 1. The χ M T value was 5.69 cm 3 K mol −1 , which was somewhat smaller than the spin only value of 6.0 cm 3 K mol −1 for two uncoupled Mn(III) ions. This could be attributed to antiferromagnetic coupling, even at room temperature. The χ M T value slowly decreased to 3.76 cm 3 K mol −1 at 50 K and then decreased very rapidly to 0.17 cm 3 K mol −1 upon further cooling to 2 K. The magnetic behaviors were then interpreted by the Kambe model [38] with:
where β is Bohr magneton, B is the magnetic field, and both S 1 and S 2 have the values of 2. The best fitting is presented by the solid red line in Figure 4 . The parameters obtained by the fitting gave g = 2.0 and J = −5.0 K, which were in good agreement with the properties of the two Mn(III) ions. Interestingly, the electron configuration of Mn(III) was high spin d 4 , which is isoelectronic to Cr(II). By experience, two Cr(II)s in a capped form tend to build up a metal-metal quadrupole bond [39] . However, in our case, it was much more difficult for the Mn(III) to form a metal-metal bond than Cr(II) due to Mn(III) being a harder Lewis acid, whereas the Cr(II) is relatively soft. In addition, in compound 1, the two Mn(III) ions were separated by a large distance (3.69 Å) by the binding site of ligands. All of these factors reduced the chance to form an actual metal-metal bond, but strong antiferromagnetic couplings were clearly observed. Figure 5 shows a χ M T vs. T plot for compound 2. The χ M T value was 6.39 cm 3 K mol −1 , which was slightly higher than the spin only value of 6.25 cm 3 K mol −1 for one uncoupled Mn(IV) and one uncoupled Mn(II). This behavior suggested that ferromagnetic coupling occurred, even at room temperature. The χ M T value then increased to 7.98 cm 3 K mol −1 at 15 K and then decreased to 3.58 cm 3 K mol −1 at 2 K. Such behavior is usually attributed to zero-field splitting or intermolecular antiferromagnetic coupling. We then collected magnetic susceptibility data and fitting by utilizing the Kambe model to account for Mn(IV)-Mn(II) above 15 K. The fitting for this appears as a solid red line in Figure 5 . The best fitting clearly indicated a ferromagnetic coupling J = +1.8 K, g = 2.0. Judging from the structure, we know there were two unpaired electrons located in the e g orbitals (d x2-y2 and d z2 ) within the Mn(II) center, whereas these orbitals were empty in the Mn(IV) center. When these two metal ions produced bridging through the x and the y axis, as shown in Scheme 2, the occupied e g orbitals in Mn(II) right overlapped with the empty e g orbitals in Mn(IV), which resulted in ferromagnetic coupling between these two ions. T plot under a magnetic field of 1000 G in the 2~300 K range for compound 1. The black square represents the experimental data, and the solid red line is the best fit for the data using Equation ( 2). Figure 5 shows a χMT vs. T plot for compound 2. The χMT value was 6.39 cm 3 K mol −1 , which was slightly higher than the spin only value of 6.25 cm 3 K mol −1 for one uncoupled Mn(IV) and one uncoupled Mn(II). This behavior suggested that ferromagnetic coupling occurred, even at room temperature. The χMT value then increased to 7.98 cm 3 K mol −1 at 15 K and then decreased to 3.58 cm 3 K mol −1 at 2 K. Such behavior is usually attributed to zero-field splitting or intermolecular antiferromagnetic coupling. We then collected magnetic susceptibility data and fitting by utilizing the Kambe model to account for Mn(IV)-Mn(II) above 15 K. The fitting for this appears as a solid red line in Figure 5 . The best fitting clearly indicated a ferromagnetic coupling J = +1.8 K, g = 2.0. Judging from the structure, we know there were two unpaired electrons located in the eg orbitals (dx2-y2 and dz2) within the Mn(II) center, whereas these orbitals were empty in the Mn(IV) center. When these two metal ions produced bridging through the x and the y axis, as shown in Scheme 2, the occupied eg orbitals in Mn(II) right overlapped with the empty eg orbitals in Mn(IV), which resulted in ferromagnetic coupling between these two ions. T plot under a magnetic field of 1000 G in the 2~300 K range for compound 1. The black square represents the experimental data, and the solid red line is the best fit for the data using Equation ( 2). Figure 5 shows a χMT vs. T plot for compound 2. The χMT value was 6.39 cm 3 K mol −1 , which was slightly higher than the spin only value of 6.25 cm 3 K mol −1 for one uncoupled Mn(IV) and one uncoupled Mn(II). This behavior suggested that ferromagnetic coupling occurred, even at room temperature. The χMT value then increased to 7.98 cm 3 K mol −1 at 15 K and then decreased to 3.58 cm 3 K mol −1 at 2 K. Such behavior is usually attributed to zero-field splitting or intermolecular antiferromagnetic coupling. We then collected magnetic susceptibility data and fitting by utilizing the Kambe model to account for Mn(IV)-Mn(II) above 15 K. The fitting for this appears as a solid red line in Figure 5 . The best fitting clearly indicated a ferromagnetic coupling J = +1.8 K, g = 2.0. Judging from the structure, we know there were two unpaired electrons located in the eg orbitals (dx2-y2 and dz2) within the Mn(II) center, whereas these orbitals were empty in the Mn(IV) center. When these two metal ions produced bridging through the x and the y axis, as shown in Scheme 2, the occupied eg orbitals in Mn(II) right overlapped with the empty eg orbitals in Mn(IV), which resulted in ferromagnetic coupling between these two ions. Figure 5 . χMT vs. T plot under a magnetic field of 1000 G in the 5~300 K range for compound 2. The black squares represent experimental data, and the solid red line is the best fit to the data using Equation (1). Figure 5 . χ M T vs. T plot under a magnetic field of 1000 G in the 5~300 K range for compound 2. The black squares represent experimental data, and the solid red line is the best fit to the data using Equation (1). The alternating current (AC) magnetic susceptibility measurements were also carried out on both compounds 1 and 2 under 1000 Hz of a 3.5 G AC magnetic field in the temperature range 1.9~10 K. Whether a 0 G or a 500 G direct current (DC) magnetic field was applied, no significant out-ofphase signals were detected. This measurement further confirmed that neither 1 nor 2 showed singlemolecule magnet (SMM) behavior. The alternating current (AC) magnetic susceptibility measurements were also carried out on both compounds 1 and 2 under 1000 Hz of a 3.5 G AC magnetic field in the temperature range 1.9~10 K. Whether a 0 G or a 500 G direct current (DC) magnetic field was applied, no significant out-of-phase signals were detected. This measurement further confirmed that neither 1 nor 2 showed single-molecule magnet (SMM) behavior.
Experimental Methods
All chemicals used in this study were of commercial grade and were used without further purification.
Ligand Synthesis
To a two-neck 250 mL round bottom flask charged with magnesium powder (7.29 g, 300 mmol), 120 mL of anhydrous ethyl-ether was added under a nitrogen atmosphere. Methyl iodide (64 g in 450 mmol) was slowly added over a period of 2~3 h to form the Grignard reagent. Then, 2-Acetylpyridine (18.18 g in 150 mmol) was added to the reactant solution, and the temperature was controlled at -8 • C The reaction was carried out for 5 h and then quenched by adding ice water in an ice bath. Without neutralization, the mixture was extracted by 200 mL ethyl acetate five times. The organic layer was dried over anhydrous MgSO 4 . After evaporating the organic solvent, the dmhmp-H ligand was removed by distillation under reduced pressure (yield about 70%). The residues were then separated by flash column chromatography eluted with ethyl acetate/hexane (1:1) solution to obtain 1.7% rD, and 1.8% mD was then obtained by eluting pure ethyl acetate. 4 (2) The same reaction conditions that were used for the preparation of compound (1) 
Physical Property Measurements
NMR spectra were measured on a Bruker AV-300 spectrometer. Infrared spectra were collected using a Perkin Elmer 1600 spectrometer using KBr pellets in the range of 500~4000 cm− 1 .
DC magnetic susceptibility data were conducted by using a Quantum Design MPMS7 system. Eicosane was employed to restrain the sample to prevent torqueing. The background was corrected by a gel cap charged with eicosane. The diamagnetic correction was estimated by Pascal's constants [40, 41] .
Elemental analyses were performed by an elemental vario EL cube. All of the measurements regarding magnetic properties and elemental analysis were carried out at the National Taiwan University Instrument Centre, College of Science.
For X-ray crystallography, single-crystal X-ray diffraction data collection was carried out on a Bruker D8 VENTURE CCD diffractometer equipped by Mo, λ = 0.71073 Å as light source. The temperatures were controlled at 150(2) K using an Oxford Cryosystems Cooler. The absorption correction was done by using the SADABS [42] (Bruker 2016 ) program, which is based on symmetry-equivalent reflections. The structures were solved by direct methods and refined with a full-matrix least-squares technique within the Shelxs-2018 [43] program and refined by the Shelxl-2018 program. [44] All non-hydrogen atoms were refined anisotropically. The hydrogen atoms were set in calculated positions and refined using the riding model. The refinement parameters are summarized in Table 1 . CCDC numbers: 1922174 for 1; 1922175 for 2.
Conclusions
In this paper, we report on the preparation of two 2,4-di-2-pyridyl-2,4-pentanediol (rD and mD) ligands, which were then used to prepare two Mn 2 complexes: [Mn 2 (rD) 2 (2) . In compound 1, the rD ligand bound two Mn(III) ions in a hamburger form. Both of the Mn(III) units were five coordinated and approached each other through the flat vacancy site of the square-pyramidal. However, this did not lead to the formation of any metal-metal bond between these two ions. Upon a magnetic property examination, antiferromagnetic coupling was observed in compound 1. In compound 2, the half filled e g orbitals in Mn(II) were significantly overlapped with the empty e g orbitals in Mn(IV). This interaction significantly triggered the ferromagnetic coupling of compound 2, which led to a molecular spin S = 4 and D = −0.78 K. However, this property did not lead to SMM behavior for compound 2. This manuscript reports not only on a systematic approach for producing both rD and mD ligands but also on their use in forming complexes with novel structures and magnetic properties. 
